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A protester, which did not submit a pro- 
posal and which is not a potential competi- 
tor if the protest is S U C C ~ S S ~ U ~ ,  is not an 
interested party to pursue a protest 
concerning allegedly ambiguous solicitation 
provisions. 

Communique, Incorporated protests that General 
Services Administration (GSA) solicitation No. FGA-N1- 
X U 2 4 8 - N 8  requesting proposals for debt collection services 
for delinquent accounts owed to federal agencies, is 
ambiguous and is otherwise improper ana defective. 
Communique filed its protest prior to the closing date for 
receipt of proposals, but did not subsequently submit a 
proposal under the Request for Proposals (RFP), 

We dismiss the protest. 

Communique's protest, as initially filed, questioned 
various provisions of GSA's solicitation as ambiguous or 
improper, After receipt of GSA's report on its protest, 
Communique filed comments on the report witn our Office in 
which it abandoned its previous grounds of protest if two 
"points" concerning the solicitation were "clarified." 

We will only consider protests brought by parties 
having a legitimate interest in the procurement. ' 4  C . F . R .  
s 21,0(a)'(1985); Aydin Vector ~ivision, B-192431, NOV, 2 ,  
1978, ,7802 CPD 9 316 .  In making this determination, we 
consider a variety of factors, including the nature of the 
issues raised and the benefit or relief sought by the 
protester. 

In our view, Communique is not an interestea party 
for purposes of the remaining matters for which it seeks 
clarification. Communique, rather than seeking to obtain 
clarification of RFP language to enable it to submit a 
proposal, appears only to want to insure that performance 
of work under the solicitation will be limited so that 
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it w i l l  be able t o  c o n t r a c t  w i t h  f e d e r a l  a g e n c i e s  f o r  
other d e b t  c o l l e c t i o n - r e l a t e d  s e r v i c e s .  F o r  example ,  
Communique w a n t s  t o  he lp  f e d e r a l  a g e n c i e s  i n  t h e i r  debt  
c o l l e c t i o n  a c t i v i t i e s  w h i l e  t h e  d e b t s  r ema in  i n  t h e  con- 
t r o l  o f  t n e  a g e n c i e s ,  e .g . ,  before t h e y  are r e f e r r e d  t o  
t h e  aebt c o l l e c t i o n  c o n t r a c t o r ,  and  s e e k s  a s s u r a n c e  t h a t  
s u c h  a s s i s t a n c e  is n o t  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  p r e s e n t  so l ic i ta -  
t i o n .  

I n  g e n e r a l ,  w e  w i l l  n o t  c o n s i d e r  a p a r t y ' s  i n t e r e s t  
as a protester t o  be s u f f i c i e n t  w h e r e  t h a t  p a r t y  would n o t  
be e l i q i b l e  fo r  award, e v e n  i f  t h e  i s s u e s  raised were 
r e s o l v e d  i n  i t s  f a v o r .  T h e  Wenninger  Company, I n c . ,  
B-205093.3, Aug. 10, 1983, 83-2 CPD 1 194. Thus ,  w h i l e  w e  
have  r e c o g n i z e a  t h a t  a nonb idd ing  p a r t y ,  who would be a 
p o t e n t i a l  competitor u n d e r  a s o l i c i t a t i o n  purged of 
a l l e g e d  impropriet ies ,  is  a n  i n t e r e s t e d  p a r t y ,  e .g . ,  
Deere & Company, B-213203, O c t .  12, 1983, 83-2 CPD II 456, 
t h a t  c l e a r l y  is  n o t  t h e  case here. A s  s ta ted p r e v i o u s l y ,  
Communique d i d  n o t  s u m i t  a p r o p o s a l ,  and appears t o  be 
i n t e r e s t e d  o n l y  i n  award to  i t s e l f  of otner c o n t r a c t s  as  
opposed  t o  t h i s  o n e .  S i n c e  Communique's i n t e r e s t  is 
t h e r e f o r e  n o t  t h a t  o f  a p o t e n t i a l  o f te ror  for t n i s  pro- 
c u r e m e n t ,  i t  i s  not a n  i n t e r e s t e d  p a r t y  e l i g i b l e  t o  have 
i ts  p ro te s t  r e s o l v e d  by t h i s  O f t i c e .  

The  p ro tes t  is aismissea. 
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